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Abstract
The electronic structure and shape of the Fermi surface are known to be of fundamental importance
for the superconducting instability in realmaterials.We demonstrate that such an instabilitymay be
explored by static Cooper pair susceptibility renormalized by pairing interaction and present an
efﬁcientmethod of its evaluation usingWannier orbitals derived from ab initio calculation. As an
example, this approach is used to search for an unconventional superconducting phase of the Fulde–
Ferrell–Larkin–Ovchinnikov (FFLO) type in a heavy-fermion compoundCeCoIn5 and an iron-based
superconductor FeSe. The results suggest that the FFLO superconducting phase occurs atﬁnite
magneticﬁeld in bothmaterials.
1. Introduction
In the standard theory of superconductivity developed by Bardeen, Cooper and Schrieffer (the BCS theory)
introduced in 1957 [1, 2] the concept of the Cooper pairs which are in a singlet state with zero totalmomentum
plays a fundamental role. Shortly after this discovery in 1964 two independent groups proposed an
unconventional superconducting state with theCooper pairs having non-zero totalmomentum. Theﬁrst group
of Fulde and Ferrell proposed a statewhere theCooper pairs have only one possiblemomentum [3], while the
second one of Larkin andOvchinnikov assumed that pairs with two oppositemomenta exist in superconducting
state [4]. Thereafter,materials where such unconventional Fulde–Ferrell–Larkin–Ovchinnikov (FFLO) states
could be realized have been looked for very intensively.
In the absence of an externalmagneticﬁeld, the Fermi surfaces for electronswith opposite spins are similar.
Then, in conventional BCS-type superconductor, every electron in state ( k, ) is pairedwith an electron in state
(- k, ) and the totalmomentumof this pair equals zero.Here k is themomentumof an electronwith spin
s =  , . For this reasonone can say that themain source of unconventional superconductivity of the FFLO-type is
a shift of the Fermi surface. In such a case, an electron in state ( k, ) canbe pairedwith an electron in the statewith
shiftedmomentum, (-k + q, ). Then, the totalmomentumof theCooper pairs in this case is non-zero and equals
q. Indeed, themain source of the FFLOphase canbe an externalmagneticﬁeldwhich leads to theZeemaneffect and
to theoccurrence of the shift of the Fermi surfaces for electronswith opposite spins.However, other effects such as
themass-imbalance in the systemcan also lead to the shift of the Fermi surfaces [5–8], which is used in the recent
experiments for realization of the FFLOphase inultra-cold fermiongases onoptical lattices.
According to the previous theoretical studies, amaterial where one can expect a realization of the FFLO
phase has to fulﬁll a few restrictions and conditions. In such a system themain factor determining the upper
criticalmagnetic ﬁeld has to be given by Zeeman (paramagnetic) effect whereas the orbital (diamagnetic) effect
should be less important or negligible. Such a property can be associatedwith theMaki parameter,
a = H H2M c cP2orb 2 [9], which describes the ratio of the criticalmagnetic ﬁelds at zero temperature given only
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by diamagnetic (Hc2
orb) and paramagnetic (Hc
P
2) effects. This suggests that the interesting systems in the context of
the occurrence of the FFLOphase arematerials where a 1M (so-called Pauli limited systems).Moreover, the
FFLOphase can be realized at low temperature and highmagnetic ﬁeld only. Under these conditions, in the
absence of orbital effects, one expects the ﬁrst order phase transition from the superconducting FFLO state to the
normal (non-superconducting)phase.
In condensedmatter relatively largeMaki parameter aM is expected in systemswhere orbital effects are in
natural way negligible, like in systemswith large effective electronmass or in layeredmaterials. Among the
mentioned groups, onemay ﬁnd heavy fermion systems [10] (e.g. CeCoIn5which is described in detail in
section 1.1) or organic superconductors [11] (e.g. b-(ET)2SF5CH2CF2SO3 [12],λ-(BETS)2FeCl4 [13],
λ-(BETS)2GaCl4 [14],κ-(BEDT-TTFS)2Cu(NCS)2 [15–20]). In addition, iron-based superconductors show
features suggesting the possibility of the realization the FFLOphase (this group of systems is described inmore
detail in section 1.2).
1.1.Heavy fermion systems
CeCoIn5 is a representative heavy fermion system. This compound exhibits a layered structure (its crystal
structure is presented in the left panel ofﬁgure 1). The heavy fermion systems are characterized by relatively high
Maki parameter, which is estimated as a ~ 5M [22]. The symmetry of superconducting gap is in agreement with
d-wave-type pairing [23, 24].
A possible existence of the FFLOphase in this compound can be concluded from several untypical physical
properties.Many experiments provide evidence in favor of theﬁrst order phase transition from the
superconducting state to the normal state for themagnetic ﬁeld parallel to themain crystallographic directions
( H ab and H c). It has been shown in themeasurements of a jumpof thermal conductivity [24, 25],
magnetization [26], penetration depth [27], ultrasound velocity [28], thermal expansion [29], magnetostriction
[30], inNMR experiments [22, 31, 32] and from the shape of speciﬁc heat [33–36].Moreover, the experimental
results show an existence of incommensurate spin-density wave (SDW) state in a regime of occurrence of
superconducting state [37–39]. This cannot be explained by a simple assumption of the existence of
superconducting BCS state [40–43]. The presence of the SDWalso enhances a tendency of the system to stabilize
the FFLOphase [44].
1.2. Iron based superconductors
Superconductivity in the iron-based superconductors was discovered in 2008 byKamichara et al in LaFeAsO
doped by F at the oxygen site below 26K [45]. This new class of high-temperature superconductors has been
intensively investigated in the last few years [46–48]. Thesematerials are characterized by iron-arsenide or iron-
selenide layers [46, 49]. As a consequence, they have characteristic Fermi surfaces (with coexisting hole and
electron pockets aroundΓ andMpoint of theﬁrst Brillouin zone). Layered structure and quasi-two-
dimensional character of the Fermi surfaces inmany representative systems from the family of iron-based
Figure 1.The chemical structure of superconducting heavy-fermion systemCeCoIn5 (left) and iron-based superconductor FeSe
(right). The imagewas rendered usingVESTA software [21].
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superconductorsmake thesematerials placed in the Pauli limit. TheMaki parameter in this group of
compounds can be estimated as a ~ –1 5M [50–63]. Thus, theﬁrst order phase transition from the
superconducting to the normal state and high anisotropy of upper criticalmagnetic ﬁeld have been reported in
many experiments for different iron-based superconductors (e.g. Ba -x1 KxFe2As2 [50–53], LaO 0.9F 0.1FeAs d-1
[54, 55], LiFeAs [56–58], NdFeAsO -x1 Fx [61], FeSe -x1 Tex [62, 63]).
The simplest representative of this group ofmaterials is FeSe (right panel ofﬁgure 1), with the critical
temperatureTc= 8K [64]. It undergoes a structural transition from the tetragonal to the orthorhombic phase at
T 87s Kwith nomagnetic order [65, 66], but with emerging nematic electronic structure [67]. On the other
hand, the calculations based on density functional theory (DFT) predictmagnetic states both for FeSe [68] and
FeSe -x1 bulkmaterials [69]. They indicate the proximity of FeSe to themagnetic instability, which is not
observed due to electron correlations beyond theDFT [70, 71]. Possible consequences of this proximity have
been debated recently and exotic states with the hiddenmagnetic order have been proposed:
antiferroquadrupolar spin order [72] and nematic quantumparamagnetic phase [73]. The absence ofmagnetic
order in FeSemakes thismaterial a good candidate to test the possibility of electron-pairingmechanismof
superconductivity, which is still unknown in iron-based superconductors [49, 74, 75]. In fact, it is likely that
magnetic interactions at orbital degeneracy play an important role [76]. The coexistence of superconducting and
antiferromagnetic orders in some of iron-based superconductors suggests the existence of superconductivity
with s± symmetry [77]where the superconducting gap has opposite signs on the Fermi surface around theΓ and
M points of theﬁrst Brillouin zone.However, for nonmagnetic FeSematerials this hypothesis is still under
debate [78, 79].
In the context of the present paper, there are very important observations of the phase transition in high
magnetic ﬁeld (above 13.5 T) and at low temperatures (below 1 K) in pure single crystals of superconducting
FeSe reported byKasahara et al [63]. Namely, in the strongly spin-imbalanced state the zero-resistivity
(superconducting) state has been observed together with an additional phase transition, which can be
interpreted as the prediction of an occurrence of the FFLOphase.
1.3.Motivation
Aswe showed above, relatively large numbers of various chemical compoundsmanifest properties which are
typical for systemswhere one can expect the FFLOphase occurrence. Their studies enforce a quest for new
theoretical techniques. In this paper, we propose amethod for studying the properties of superconducting states
using a combination of the ab initioDFT and theCooper pair susceptibility calculations. The use ofDFT leads us
to design realisticmodels to capture the relevant part of the electronic structure ofmaterials, while the Cooper
pair susceptibility calculations show a tendency of the systems towards different types of superconductivity
without deﬁning its source. The theoretical background is described in detail in section 2, whereas themethods
used are explained in 3.Numerical results and their discussion are presented in section 4 for two exemplary
systems: a heavy fermion compoundCeCoIn5 and an iron-based superconductor FeSe. The summary and
general discussion are presented in section 5.
2. Theoretical background
In a general case the band structure of the system can be represented by the non-interactingHamiltonian in the
diagonal form:
 å=
e s
e s e s e s ( )†E c c , 1
k
k k k0
where e s
†c k ( e sc k ) is creation (annihilation) operator (inmomentum representation) of an electron in band εwith
momentum k and spinσ. Similarly, e sE k denotes the band energy for an electron fromband εwithmomentum
k and spinσ. For nonmagnetic states considered below these energies are equal for both directions of electron
spin s =  , .
To study an unconventional superconducting state, we deﬁne the static Cooper pair (superconducting)
susceptibility ceD( )q [44, 80–82]:
åc º - - D De w e e wD ( ) { · ( )}⟪ ˆ ( )∣ ˆ ( )⟫ ( )
†
q q i j i j
N
lim
1
exp i , 2
ij
r
0
whereN is the number of sites, w⟪ ⟫r is the retardedGreen’s function and JD = å -e e e ˆ ( ) ( )i j i c cj i j deﬁnes
the intrabandCooper pair annihilation operator in the real space at site i, while the vector q is totalmomentum
of this pair. The factor J -( )j i deﬁnes the type of pairing interaction in the real space and corresponds to the
symmetry of the order parameter in themomentum space [80]. For example, for the on-site s-wave pairing it is
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given as J d- =( )j i ij, whereas for the d-wave pairing J d d- = - ( ) ˆ ˆj i i x j i y j, , , where xˆ and yˆ are unit
vectors in the x- and y-direction of the lattice.
In themomentum space, the static Cooper pairs susceptibility can be rewritten in a form
åc h h w= - - +e w eD ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( )q k q l G k l qNlim
1
, , , , 3
kl0
where theGreen’s function is
w
d w
º
= - -- -
e e e e e w
e e
e e
 - +  - +  
 - + 
 - + 
( ) ⟪ ∣ ⟫
( ) ( ) ( )
† †G k l q c c c c
f E f E
E E
, , ,
, 4
k k q l q l
kl
k k q
k k q
, ,
,
,
w w= +( ) { ( )}f k T1 1 exp B is the Fermi–Dirac distribution, and h ( )k is the form-factor describing the
symmetry of the order parameter in themomentum space—it could be equal to 1, +( )k k2 cos cosx y ,
k k4 cos cosx y, -( )k k2 cos cosx y , or k k4 sin sinx y , for s, +sx y2 2, sx y2 2 (s±), -dx y2 2, and dx y2 2 symmetry, as shown
inﬁgure 2. In a case of the cylindrical Fermi surface centered at theΓ point and d-wave pairing, as consequence,
one can expect the nodal line in the gap (see ﬁgures 2(c) and (d)). This hasmeasurable consequences as then the
properties of the superconducting phase are quite different [83, 84]. In the following of this paper the results
presented are obtained for h =( )k 1.
From equation (2)we ﬁnd that the superconducting susceptibility, ceD( )q , can be associatedwith the
effective interactionSC describing a superconducting state which in the basis of band operators e s e s{ }†c c,k k can
be given in a formof a phenomenological BCS-like term:
* å= D +
e
e e e e- +  ( ) ( )U d d h.c. , 5
k
k k q kSC ,
where De eU k denotes an energy-gap function in a superconducting state (for a given symmetry of the order
parameter in themomentum space) [80, 81].
Figure 2.The signs and nodal lines of the superconducting gap for different symmetries: (a) +sx y2 2, (b) sx y2 2 (s±), (c) -dx y2 2, and (d)
dx y2 2. The background color corresponds to the sign of the energy gap (positive and negative shown by orange and green, respectively).
Solid blue lines are nodal lines.
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The renormalised static Cooper pair susceptibility (taking into account the effective eU interaction) is given
in the randomphase approximation as
c c c= +e
e
e e
D
D
D¯ ( )
( )
( )
( )q q
qU1
. 6
Here, ceD( )q is a superconducting susceptibility (2) at =eU 0 (in the normal state), while ceD¯ ( )q is a
susceptibility in the presence of the effective pairing interaction ¹eU 0 (in the superconducting state) in a given
band ε.
Similar to the studies ofmagnetic properties using the Lindhard spin susceptibility [85], a divergence of the
susceptibility ceD¯ ( )q (6) suggests themost likely state, while c-e eD ( )qU 1 can be treated as aminimal value
of interaction eU needed to induce the superconductivity. As shownbelow, in the absence of the external
magnetic ﬁeld, ceD( )q has amaximal value for =q 0 suggesting a tendency to stabilize the BCS state. In the
context of the FFLOphase, it is of interest to consider different values of q to establish forwhich one ceD( )q has a
maximal value in the presence of the externalmagnetic ﬁeld. In such a case, a distinctmaximum for ¹q 0 can
suggest a possibility of realization of the FFLOphase in the system. For this reasonwe calculate and compare
superconducting susceptibilities in the absence as well as in the presence of the externalmagnetic ﬁeld.
Because the physical properties of superconductors are very sensitive to their electronic structure (see
[86, 87]), it is crucial to describe it as accurately as possible. In this paper, we present for theﬁrst time the
calculations of the superconducting susceptibility (2) combinedwith the ab initio (DFT) band-structure
approach on the examples of two systems: CeCoIn5 and FeSe.
3.Methods
3.1. Conditions imposed onDFT calculations
We remark that the previous calculations of the superconducting susceptibility were performed in the tight
bindingmodels [44, 80–82]. It was found that a relatively small externalmagnetic ﬁeld corresponds to a large
totalmomentumofCooper pairs in the FFLO state. For example, in a case of the two bandmodel presented by
Raghu et al [88], the totalmomentumof theCooper pairs was estimated as~ a0.3 [80, 89], whereas in a case of
three bandmodel proposed byDaghofer et al [90, 91] its value was given as~ a0.05 [81] (where a is lattice
constant). On the contrary, for a case of realistic values ofmodel parameters like externalmagnetic ﬁeld in iron-
based superconductors, one can expect a very small totalmomentumofCooper pairs, with value~ a0.002
[92]. As one can see, the results formomenta of pairs in the FFLO state depend strongly onmodels and
parameters used. For this reason, in the calculationmethod of the superconducting susceptibility ceD( )q used in
this work, theDFT calculationwith an extremely dense k-gridmesh is employed. The choice of the grid size has
a signiﬁcant inﬂuence on the accuracy of numerical results (whatwill be shown in the next paragraph).
Therefore, there are signiﬁcant differences from calculations of spin [86, 93–95] or charge [96] susceptibilities,
where the nesting vectors are of the same order ofmagnitude as the Fermi vectors.
For the reasonsmentioned above, in this paper themain idea of calculations of theCooper pairs
susceptibilities is to connect themwith a realistic description of band structures of studiedmaterials (i.e.,
CeCoIn5 and FeSe), given by equation (1). To reproduce the band structure of realmaterials we have performed
DFT calculations (section 3.2) on a smaller k-grid. The results are used in order to construct the tight binding
model inWannier orbital basis (more details can be found in section 3.3). The use of the constructed tight
bindingmodel allows us toﬁnd the dispersion relation on the sufﬁciently dense k-grid, which ismuch denser
than those used inDFT calculations. In the calculations of theCooper pair susceptibility presented in this work
wewill use an effective k-grid (obtained from the tight bindingmodel)with dense~104 times bigger than that
used in typical DFT calculations. This helps us to increase the accuracy of calculations which is important due to
the following two reasons:
(i) to calculate the Cooper pairs susceptibility accurately it is necessary to use relatively dense k-grid (while to
get the band structure directly from theDFT calculation on the dense enough k-gridwould take a very long
time); and
(ii) a relatively small value of the total momentum of the Cooper pairs in the FFLO phase [89, 92] is expected
and thus a step in k-grid as small as possible is neededwhich increases substantially the number of k-points
used in calculations.
In calculations one has to also consider the externalmagnetic ﬁeldwhich can be a source of the FFLOphase in
studiedmaterials. For layeredmaterials, where orbital effects can be neglected, it can be simply done by using the
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Zeeman term inHamiltonian (formore details see section 3.4). In the ab initio calculations it is equivalent to
non-equal numbers of electronswith opposite spins.
3.2.Details of the ab initioDFT calculations
ThemainDFT calculations have been carried out using theQUANTUM-ESPRESSO software [97, 98]within the
generalized gradient approximation (GGA) [99]. The interactions between the core and the valence electrons are
implemented through the projector augmented-wave (PAW)method [100] employing PSLIBRARY [101, 102]
pseudopotentials. Perdew andWang (PW91) parameterizedGGA functionals [103]which are used to describe
the exchange-correlation interactions.
Before we determined the corresponding tight bindingmodels we calculated the band structures for both
compounds according to the following scheme:
(i) we optimized the atomic positions of In atoms inCeCoIn5 and Se atoms in FeSe,
(ii) weperformed self-consistent calculations of the charge densities,
(iii) wedetermined the band structure, i.e., the values of esEk in equation (1).
AllDFT calculations of band structures presented in this paper have beenperformedover ´ ´10 10 10 k-points
Monkhorst–Packmesh [105] and the cut-off energy for theplanewaves expansionwas equal to∼1088 eV (80 Ry)
and∼950 eV (70 Ry) forCeCoIn5 andFeSe, respectively.
In theDFT calculation, we have used lattice constants obtained from the experimentalmeasurements
(table 1). As a result of relaxation of In and Se atoms, we have found a very good compatibility with the
experimental atomic coordinates for these atoms (see table 2).
3.3. The tight bindingmodel inWannier orbitals basis
Using the results of theDFT calculation for electron band structure one can ﬁnd the tight bindingmodel in the
basis of theWannier orbitals, which are located on selected atoms [106]. It can be performed by using the
WANNIER90 software [107, 108]which ﬁnds the tight bindingmodel in a base of themaximally localized
Wannier functions (MLWF). As a result of this step one gets a tight bindingHamiltonian of the electronswith
creation operators ms{ }†cR on the lattice which is given by
 å=
s
mn
ms ns
¢
¢ ¢ ( )†t c c , 7
R R
R R R RTB
,
,
where mn ¢tR R, are hopping elements between orbitalsμ and ν localized on the atoms at sites labeledwith R and ¢R .
Thematrix of the normal state (i.e., non-superconducting)Hamiltonian in themomentum space reads:
Table 1. Lattice constants for CeCoIn5 [104] and FeSe [64]
used in the present calculations.
CeCoIn5 FeSe
Space group P4/mmm P4/nmm
a (Å) 4.613 3.762
c (Å) 7.551 4.420
Table 2.Experimental (from [64, 104]) and relaxed
(obtained fromDFT calculations presented in this paper)
atomic coordinates for CeCoIn5 and FeSe. The upper part of
the table presents atomic coordinates as a function of
parameter z (seeﬁgure 1).
CeCoIn5 FeSe
Ce (0, 0, 0)
Co ( )0, 0, 12 Fe ( ), , 014 34
In1 ( ), , 012 12 Se ( )z, ,14 14
In2 ( )z, ,12 12
[104] z= 0.3094 [64] z= 0.2402
this paper z= 0.3107 this paper z= 0.2436
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 å d=mn
d
d
mn( ) ( · ) ( )k k texp i , 8
where d = - ¢R R is the distance (in the real space) of hopping ºdmn mn ¢t tR R, . A band structure for given k-points,
i.e., esEk appearing in equation (1), can be found by diagonalization of thematrix ( )k .
The band structures obtained from theDFT calculations (see section 3.2) for CeCoIn5 and FeSe are shown
by dotted red lines inﬁgures 3(a) and (b), respectively. To describe accurately superconducting properties of
studied compounds, it is necessary to have a good description of states near the Fermi level whereas states far
above (below) are irrelevant. TheWannier-based tight bindingmodel [108–110] has been found from
´ ´10 10 10 full k-point DFT calculation for randomprojected 25 orbitals for CeCoIn5 and all 10 d-states in
Fe in a case of FeSe. For both cases the convergence tolerance of the invariant spread,å á ñ - á ñrrn n n2 2, of the
Wannier function in real space [108–110] is equal to 10−10Å2 (in a calculationwithin the deﬁned energy
window). As the result weﬁnd 25- and 10-orbital tight bindingmodels for the description of CeCoIn5 and FeSe,
with spread smaller than 3.1Å2 and 5.0Å2, respectively. The band structures obtained from tight binding
models are presented inﬁgure 3 by black solid lines.
In a general case, in order toﬁnd the tight bindingmodel we can generate theMLWF in an appropriate
energywindow [107, 108]. Because for FeSe its band structure obtained fromDFT calculations is given bywell
separated bands around the Fermi level, see ﬁgure 3(b), we can set the energy window from−3.0 to 2.7 eV (with
respect to the Fermi level). Thus the tight bindingmodel found reproduces theDFTdata verywell for this iron-
based superconductor. In our approachwe restrict ourselves only to the separated states (the energy gap is
located below and above these states). As a consequence the bands in this energy range are described by the same
number ofmaximally localized orbitals (as number of bands). These orbitals do not give any contribution to the
other band beyond the energywindow (which does not have any effect on the problems studied in the paper,
because they are located far away from the Fermi level).
A situation ismore complicated for CeCoIn5which hasmore complex band structure with larger number of
bands, seeﬁgure 3(a). For a better description of states near the Fermi level we decided toﬁnd a larger number of
theMLWF (containing also fully occupied bands below the Fermi level). As a consequence, the results
reproduced by the tight bindingmodel are in agreement with those obtainedwithin theDFT calculation up to
energy 0.5 eV above the Fermi level, whereas the unoccupied bands above it are not perfectly represented. These
issues do not affect ourmain results which concern superconductivity in the system and thus the location of
states in the neighborhood of the Fermi level is themost signiﬁcant.
Figure 3.A comparison of electronic band structures found in the ab initioDFT calculations (dotted red lines) and from the tight
bindingmodels in themaximally localizedWannier orbital basis (solid black lines) along the high symmetry directions in theﬁrst
Brillouin zone for: (a)CeCoIn5 and (b) FeSe. The Fermi level is located atE= 0 eV.
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3.4. Externalmagneticﬁeld
Themain source of the shifted Fermi surfaces can be externalmagnetic ﬁeld given by the Zeeman term. It
describes relatively well, the inﬂuence of themagnetic ﬁeld on electrons for a case of Pauli limitedmaterials
where the orbital effect can be neglected. This situation also occurs for the externalmagnetic ﬁeld applied
parallel to the layers ofmaterials, with a weak coupling between them. As a consequence, themagnetic ﬁeld
has been taken into account in the form of the Zeeman coupling term added to theHamiltonian which is
given by
 åm= - -
e
e e e e   ( ) ( )† †g H c c c c
1
2
, 9
k
k k k kBmag
where g 2 is the gyromagnetic ratio, mB is the Bohrmagneton andH is the externalmagnetic ﬁeld (in Teslas).
Notice that Zeeman term (9) is diagonal and thus it can be easily included in equation (3).
Similar approaches associatedwith addition of terms in theHamiltonian have been successfully used for the
description of superconductors, with e.g. impurities [111, 112], orbital ordering [113, 114] or spin–orbit
coupling [115, 116].
4.Numerical results and discussion
4.1.Heavy fermion system:CeCoIn5
In this sectionwe discuss the results for the heavy fermionCeCoIn5 compound obtainedwithin the scheme
described above. The band structure obtained for this compound has been presented on theﬁgure 3(a). By using
our 25-orbital tight bindingmodel weﬁnd the Fermi surface of CeCoIn5, which is built frompockets originating
fromonly three different bands. It is presented inﬁgure 4.Our results are in agreementwith the previousDFT
studies presented for this compound [117–122]. The Fermi surface consists of several complex and anisotropic
pieces. There are the edge-centered,more or less cylindrical parts of the electron-like (two-dimensional) sheets
of 2nd and 3rd bands, centered at p p( )k, , z -points and hole-like sheets centered at theΓ point. In this case, the
Fermi surface ismade by only three out of 25 bands. As a consequence, in the following studies of CeCoIn5we
concern only three of theCooper pairs susceptibilities (for every Fermi pocket separately), due to the fact that the
ﬁlled (empty) bands do not affect the superconducting properties of the system.
Next, we are able to calculate theCooper pairs susceptibility ce( )q deﬁned by equation (2)with orwithout
themagneticﬁeld using a relatively sparse ´ ´50 50 50 k-gridmesh. Aswe have stated above, the location of
themaximal value of theCooper pairs susceptibility in themomentum space is themost important here because
it contains information about preferredmomentumof theCooper pairs realized in the system. In the absence of
magnetic ﬁeldmaximumvalues of susceptibilities ce( )q for each band e = 1, 2, 3 are located at the center of
theﬁrst Brillouin zone (at the G = ( )0, 0, 0 point), whereas in the presence ofmagnetic ﬁeld they are located
near theΓ point and they are not zeros (at least one ¹aq 0, a = x y x, , ).
It should be noted that the result can be visible only for relatively large (and nonphysical)magnetic ﬁeld (here
the calculationswere performed forH = 200 T). In this case, themaxima of ce( )q are located at p~ ∣ ∣q 2 20.
It is a consequence of a relatively small density of the k-grid used in the calculations (i.e., ´ ´50 50 50 k-grid
mesh in this example). To obtainmore realistic values ofmagnetic ﬁeld at which the FFLO instability can occur,
i.e., these from the FFLOphase regime, »H Hc which equals approximately 15T, we have to perform
calculations using an extremely dense k-grid.
Thus, for amore accurate description of the system in smallermagnetic ﬁeldwhichmay be accessible
experimentally, we used the increasedmesh of the k-grid in the followingway:
• we ﬁnd the band structure with an extremely dense grid (i.e., 2000× 2000 k-point) in a xy-plane of the total
momentumof theCooper pairs qusing the tight bindingHamiltonian; and then
• we sparse the grid (by 10 k-points) in the direction perpendicular to q.
As a result one is able toﬁnd locations ofmaxima of ceD( )q with use of ´ ´2000 2000 10 k-points in the
calculations.We conducted the calculations for the totalmomenta q of Cooper pairs which are located on xy, xz
and yz planes of themomentum space. The results for a case of externalmagnetic ﬁeld equal to 20 T are shown in
ﬁgure 5. As one can see themaximumvalues of the ceD are located at ﬁnite values ofmomenta, at least for the
planes considered. Thus one can conclude that, similar toH= 200T, themaxima of ceD occur for non-zero q
near theΓ point in each band considered. Let us emphasize that themaximumof ceD in the second band has a
relatively large valuewhen it is comparedwith those of the other bands.
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4.2. Iron based superconductor: FeSe
In this sectionwe present the results for the bi-atomic FeSe compound from the family of the iron-based
superconductors. The band structure for the compound have been presented inﬁgure 3(b). The four bands
compose the Fermi surfaces which is obtained from a 10-band tight bindingmodel and it is presented inﬁgure 6.
Twohole-like bands are centered at theΓ point and two electron-like bands at theM point. The calculated band
structure along theΓ–Z line suggests that, because the dispersion of the bands is linear in kz-direction this system
can be treated as a two-dimensional one. This result agrees qualitatively with the previous calculations [67,
123–130].
Similarly like inCeCoIn5, in the absence of the externalmagneticﬁeld ceD( )q for FeSe clearly shows a
tendency of the system to realize the homogeneous superconductivity of the BCS-type in each band. In a case of
calculations with the sparse k-gridmesh (i.e., ´ ´50 50 50) results obtained in a presence of externalmagnetic
ﬁeld are similar to those for CeCoIn5.When one uses too small accuracy for a grid of k-points the results which
are qualitatively different than the BCS (i.e., the results withmaxima of ceD( )q located not at theΓ point), are
Figure 4. Fermi surfaces for CeCoIn5 obtained from the tight bindingmodel. The ﬁrst row presents the total Fermi surface originating
from all bands (views from the top—parallel to the z axis and from the front—perpendicularly to the z axis, on left and right panel,
respectively). Panels in the second and third rows (view from the top and view from the front, respectively) present the pockets given
by each band, separately. Results from the tight bindingmodel used in this paper are obtained for ´ ´50 50 50 k-gridmesh. The
black boxes denote the renormalized ﬁrst Brillouin zone p pÎ -( )k ,i ( =i x y z, , ).
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possible toﬁnd only in extremely large nonphysicalmagnetic ﬁelds. Thus, similarly like in calculation for the
previous heavy-fermion compound, we use dense grid. In this case in the non-zeromagnetic ﬁeld,maxima of
susceptibilities ceD( )q in each band among these building the Fermi surfacemove toﬁnite values of the Cooper
pairmomentum = ¹q q 0max . The results forH= 20 T externalmagnetic ﬁeld are shown in ﬁgure 7which can
be treated as a good approximation of the real value of the criticalmagnetic ﬁeld of this compound.
Wewould like to emphasize that theDFTpredicts low-energy bandswhich deviate quantitatively from the
ones observed, e.g. by angle-resolved photoemission [131, 132]. The both electron and hole Fermi pocket sizes
are smaller than those obtained from theDFT calculations. This corresponds to the effective shift of the Fermi
level inΓ andM points [132]. However, this shift should not change qualitatively the results obtained. The
correct band structure can be found by the dynamicalmean ﬁeld theory (DFT+DMFT) calculation [133, 134],
but thismethod gives blurred bands (i.e., the bandswith ﬁnite lifetime) so the results cannot be directly used for
the calculation of superconducting susceptibility.
Figure 5.TheCooper pair susceptibility ceD( )q in the normal state of CeCoIn5 at each band crossing the Fermi level calculated for
momentawithin xy, yz, and xz planes in themomentum space. The results obtained from tight bindingmodel atH= 20Twith
´ ´2000 2000 10 k-gridmesh.
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Additionally, as it waswritten in section 2, ceD( )q1 can be connectedwith aminimumvalue of interaction
eU which is needed to induce superconductivity with theCooper pairs withmomentum q in the system. In a case
of the BCS state where =q 0, a value of ceD( )0 can be found using a sparse k-gridmesh. A situation ismore
complicatedwhen one considers the FFLO state, where ¹q 0, but ∣ ∣q is relatively small. Such conditions can be
expected for experimentally available (realistic)magnetic ﬁelds. High criticalmagnetic ﬁelds of the order of
100–200Thave been found inmany compounds, even for some from the group of iron-based superconductors
[135]. But such large upper critical ﬁelds are given rather by the orbital effect, what excludes the existence of the
FFLOphase in such systems. The second issuewhich should be stressed is the fact that amaximumvalue of ceD
in the presence ofmagnetic ﬁeld is smaller than that obtained in the absence of theﬁeld (they occur for different
momenta q: =q 0 and ¹q 0, respectively). As a consequence, themagnitude of the effective pairing
interaction leading to the BCS phase, c~ - =e eD( )qU 1 0 , is bigger than the effective pairing interactionwhich
triggers the FFLO state (because c c= < ¹e eD D( ) ( )q q0 0 ). Thus, for eU the FFLOphase can be induced
whereas the BCS-type superconductivity cannot be realized.
5. Summary
In this paper we proposed amethod for studying the properties of superconducting states using a combination
of the ab initioDFT and theCooper pair susceptibility calculation.We have applied thismethod to study a
Figure 6. Fermi surfaces for FeSe obtained from the tight bindingmodel. The ﬁrst row presents the total Fermi surface (views from the
top—parallel to z-axis and from the front—perpendicularly to z-axis, on left and right panel, respectively). Panels in the second and
third rows (view from the top and view from the front, respectively) presents the pockets given by each band, separately. The results
are obtained from the tight bindingmodel used in this paper for ´ ´50 50 50 k-gridmesh. The black boxes denotes the
renormalized ﬁrst Brillouin zone p pÎ -( )k ,i ( =i x y z, , ).
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tendency to stabilize the unconventional superconductivity of the FFLO type in two compounds: CeCoIn5 and
FeSe. Using the realistic band structure determined by theDFT calculations we have derived the respective tight
bindingmodels and obtained the static Cooper pair susceptibility.We show that the conventional BCS-type
superconductivity is favored for each band in the absence ofmagnetic ﬁeldwhereas the presence ofmagnetic
ﬁeld can stabilize the inhomogeneous FFLOphase. Similarly like in the previous theoretical works [92], the total
momenta of Cooper pairs are very small.
Thepresent calculations show that in a general case the totalmomentumofCooper pairs q changes nonlinearly
withmagneticﬁeld [92].Moreover,we can expect that the FFLO superconducting phase can survive for a case of the
bandwith strong linearity near the Fermi energy because hot-spot points k and - +( )k q canbe found therewhat
causes a growthof ceD( )q for thenon-zero totalmomentumofCooper pairs ( ¹q 0). The totalmomenta of the
Cooper pairswhich canbe realized in this systemare in good agreementwith the previous studies [92].
The calculations have also been performed for other symmetries of the superconducting gap displayed in
ﬁgure 2 aswell, i.e., +sx y2 2, sx y2 2 (s±), -dx y2 2, and dx y2 2. The results are qualitatively similar to those discussed
Figure 7.TheCooper pair susceptibility ceD( )q in the normal state of FeSe at each band crossing the Fermi level calculated for
momenta at xy, yz, and xz planes of themomentum space. The results are obtained from the tight bindingmodel atH= 20 Twith
´ ´2000 2000 10 k-gridmesh.
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above for the s-wave superconductivity and give enhancedCooper pair susceptibility which favors the FFLO
phase. In the case of the d-type symmetries, the numerical results of ceD( )q found in the presence of external
magnetic ﬁeld are not distinct andmaxima of ceD( )q are fuzzy.Moreover, only ground state calculations for
various superconducting states can resolve the question concerning the realization of a particular phase [80].
In summary, wewould like to emphasize that the pair susceptibility calculations presented here can be a
useful tool to investigate a tendency of the system to stabilize some kind of superconducting phase (in this work
we discuss the BCS and FFLOphases). The calculations for different symmetries of the superconducting gap
were performed and they gave results which are qualitatively similar to those obtained for the case of the s-wave
symmetry. Indeed, they give very similar dependence of the superconducting susceptibility on theCooper pair
momenta and the externalmagnetic ﬁeld. Therefore the results obtained for the s-wave symmetry are generally
valid andwe conclude that the electronic structures of bothCeCoIn5 and FeSe support the existence of the FFLO
superconducting phase.
Acknowledgments
We thankMarioCuoco, AlexanderNYaresko and PawełT Jochym for insightful comments. This workwas
supported by Large Infrastructures for Research, Experimental Development and Innovations project ‘IT4
InnovationsNational Supercomputing Center—LM2015070’ of theCzechRepublicMinistry of Education,
Youth and Sports.We kindly acknowledge support byNarodoweCentrumNauki (NCN,National Science
Center, Poland), Project nos. 2016/20/S/ST3/00274 (AP) and 2012/04/A/ST3/00331 (AMOandPP).
References
[1] Bardeen J, Cooper LN and Schrieffer J R 1957Phys. Rev. 106 162
[2] Bardeen J, Cooper LN and Schrieffer J R 1957Phys. Rev. 108 1175
[3] Fulde P and Ferrell RA 1964Phys. Rev. 135A550
[4] Larkin A I andOvchinnikov YN1964Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 47 1136
Larkin A I andOvchinnikov YN1965 Sov. Phys.—JETP 20 762
[5] BatrouniGG,HuntleyMH,RousseauVGand Scalettar RT 2008Phys. Rev. Lett. 100 116405
[6] BatrouniGG,WolakM J,Hébert F andRousseauVG2009Europhys. Lett. 86 47006
[7] Baarsma J E, Gubbels KB and StoofHTC2010Phys. Rev.A 82 013624
[8] MathyC JM, ParishMMandHuseDA2011Phys. Rev. Lett. 106 166404
[9] MakiK 1966Phys. Rev. 148 362
[10] Matsuda Y and ShimaharaH2007 J. Phys. Soc. Japan 76 051005
[11] Beyer R andWosnitza J 2013 LowTemp. Phys. 39 225
[12] ChoK, Smith BE, ConiglioWA,Winter L E, Agosta CC and Schlueter J A 2009Phys. Rev.B 79 220507
[13] Uji S et al 2013 J. Phys. Soc. Japan 82 034715
[14] ConiglioWA,Winter L E, ChoK, Agosta CC, Fravel B andMontgomery LK2011Phys. Rev.B 83 224507
[15] Singleton J, Symington JA,NamMS, ArdavanA,KurmooMandDay P 2000 J. Phys.: Condens.Matter 12 L641
[16] Lortz R,WangY,Demuer A, Böttger PHM, Bergk B, Zwicknagl G,Nakazawa Y andWosnitza J 2007 Phys. Rev. Lett. 99 187002
[17] Bergk B,Demuer A, Sheikin I,Wang Y,Wosnitza J, Nakazawa Y and Lortz R 2011Phys. Rev.B 83 064506
[18] Agosta CC et al 2012Phys. Rev.B 85 214514
[19] MayaffreH, Kramer S,HorvaticM, Berthier C,MiyagawaK,KanodaK andMitrovic V F 2014Nat. Phys. 10 928
[20] Tsuchiya S, ichi Yamada J, Sugii K, Graf D, Brooks J S, TerashimaT andUji S 2015 J. Phys. Soc. Japan 84 034703
[21] MommaK and Izumi F 2011 J. Appl. Crystallogr. 44 1272
[22] Kumagai K, SaitohM,OyaizuT, FurukawaY, Takashima S,NoharaM, TakagiH andMatsuda Y 2006 Phys. Rev. Lett. 97 227002
[23] AokiH, Sakakibara T, ShishidoH, Settai R,Ōnuki Y,MiranovićP andMachidaK 2004 J. Phys.: Condens.Matter 16 L13
[24] IzawaK, YamaguchiH,Matsuda Y, ShishidoH, Settai R andOnuki Y 2001Phys. Rev. Lett. 87 057002
[25] CapanC, Bianchi A,Movshovich R, ChristiansonAD,Malinowski A,HundleyMF, LacerdaA, Pagliuso PG and Sarrao J L 2004 Phys.
Rev.B 70 134513
[26] TayamaT,Harita A, Sakakibara T,Haga Y, ShishidoH, Settai R andOnuki Y 2002Phys. Rev.B 65 180504
[27] Martin C, Agosta CC, Tozer SW,RadovanHA, PalmEC,MurphyT P and Sarrao J L 2005Phys. Rev.B 71 020503
[28] Watanabe T, Kasahara Y, IzawaK, Sakakibara T,Matsuda Y, van der BeekC J,Hanaguri T, ShishidoH, Settai R andŌnuki Y 2004
Phys. Rev.B 70 020506
[29] OeschlerN,Gegenwart P, LangM,Movshovich R, Sarrao J L, Thompson JD and Steglich F 2003 Phys. Rev. Lett. 91 076402
[30] CorreaVF,MurphyTP,MartinC,PurcellKM,PalmEC, SchmiedeshoffGM,Cooley JCandTozer SW2007Phys.Rev. Lett.98 087001
[31] Kakuyanagi K, SaitohM,Kumagai K, Takashima S,NoharaM, TakagiH andMatsuda Y 2005 Phys. Rev. Lett. 94 047602
[32] MitrovićVF,HorvatićM,Berthier C, Knebel G, Lapertot G and Flouquet J 2006Phys. Rev. Lett. 97 117002
[33] Bianchi A,MovshovichR,OeschlerN,Gegenwart P, Steglich F, Thompson JD, Pagliuso PG and Sarrao J L 2002 Phys. Rev. Lett. 89
137002
[34] RadovanHA, FortuneNA,MurphyT P,Hannahs S T, PalmEC, Tozer SWandHallD 2003Nature 425 51
[35] Bianchi A,MovshovichR, CapanC, Pagliuso PG and Sarrao J L 2003Phys. Rev. Lett. 91 187004
[36] Miclea C F,NicklasM, ParkerD,Maki K, Sarrao J L, Thompson JD, SparnG and Steglich F 2006Phys. Rev. Lett. 96 117001
[37] KenzelmannM et al 2008 Science 321 1652
[38] Koutroulakis G,MitrovićVF,HorvatićM,Berthier C, Lapertot G and Flouquet J 2008Phys. Rev. Lett. 101 047004
[39] KenzelmannM et al 2010Phys. Rev. Lett. 104 127001
[40] Miyake K 2008 J. Phys. Soc. Japan 77 123703
13
New J. Phys. 19 (2017) 063039 APtok et al
[41] Yanase Y 2008 J. Phys. Soc. Japan 77 063705
[42] Yanase Y and SigristM2009 J. Phys.: Conf. Ser. 150 052287
[43] PtokA,MaśkaMMandMierzejewskiM2011Phys. Rev.B 84 094526
[44] MierzejewskiM, PtokA andMaśkaMM2009Phys. Rev.B 80 174525
[45] Kamihara Y,Watanabe T,HiranoMandHosonoH2008 J. Am.Chem. Soc. 130 3296
[46] JohnstonDC2010Adv. Phys. 59 803
[47] Stewart GR 2011Rev.Mod. Phys. 83 1589
[48] Dai P 2015Rev.Mod. Phys. 87 855
[49] HosonoHandKuroki K 2015PhysicaC 514 399
[50] YuanHQ, Singleton J, Balakirev F F, Baily S A, ChenGF, Luo J L andWangNL 2009Nature 457 565
[51] ZoccoDA,GrubeK, Eilers F,Wolf T and LöhneysenHv 2013Phys. Rev. Lett. 111 057007
[52] TerashimaT, KihouK, TomitaM, Tsuchiya S, KikugawaN, Ishida S, Lee CH, IyoA, EisakiH andUji S 2013Phys. Rev.B 87 184513
[53] Zhang S, Singh YP,HuangXY, ChenX J, DzeroMandAlmasanCC2015Phys. Rev.B 92 174524
[54] FuchsG et al 2008Phys. Rev. Lett. 101 237003
[55] FuchsG et al 2009New J. Phys. 11 075007
[56] KhimS, Lee B, Kim JW,Choi E S, Stewart GR andKimKH2011Phys. Rev.B 84 104502
[57] ChoK, KimH, TanatarMA, SongY J, KwonY S, ConiglioWA, Agosta CC,Gurevich A and Prozorov R 2011Phys. Rev.B 83 060502
[58] Zhang J L, Jiao L, Balakirev F F,WangXC, Jin CQandYuanHQ2011Phys. Rev.B 83 174506
[59] KuritaN, KitagawaK,Matsubayashi K, Kismarahardja A, Choi E S, Brooks J S, Uwatoko Y,Uji S andTerashimaT 2011 J. Phys. Soc.
Japan 80 013706
[60] Chong S,WilliamsG, Sambale S andKadowaki K 2014PhysicaC 507 35
[61] Jia Y, Cheng P, Fang L, LuoH, YangH, RenC, Shan L,GuC andWenHH2008Appl. Phys. Lett. 93 032503
[62] Tarantini C,Gurevich A, Jaroszynski J, Balakirev F, Bellingeri E, Pallecchi I, Ferdeghini C, Shen B,WenHHand Larbalestier DC 2011
Phys. Rev.B 84 184522
[63] Kasahara S et al 2014Proc. Natl Acad. Sci. USA 111 16309
[64] Hsu FC et al 2008Proc. Natl Acad. Sci. USA 105 14262
[65] McQueen TM et al 2009Phys. Rev.B 79 014522
[66] McQueen TM,WilliamsA J, Stephens PW,Tao J, ZhuY, KsenofontovV, Casper F, Felser C andCava R J 2009 Phys. Rev. Lett. 103
057002
[67] WatsonMD et al 2015Phys. Rev.B 91 155106
[68] Li Y F, Zhu L F, Guo SD,XuYC andLiu BG 2009 J. Phys.: Condens.Matter 21 115701
[69] KumarA, Kumar P,WaghmareUV and SoodAK2010 J. Phys.: Condens.Matter 22 385701
[70] Backes S, JeschkeHOandValentí R 2015Phys. Rev.B 92 195128
[71] HirayamaM,MisawaT,Miyake T and ImadaM2015 J. Phys. Soc. Japan 84 093703
[72] YuR and SiQ 2015Phys. Rev. Lett. 115 116401
[73] Wang F,Kivelson SA and LeeDH2015Nat. Phys. 11 959
[74] Hirschfeld P J, KorshunovMMandMazin I I 2011Rep. Prog. Phys. 74 124508
[75] Wang F and LeeDH2011 Science 332 200
[76] NicholsonA,GeW, ZhangX, Riera J, DaghoferM,OleśAM,MartinsGB,MoreoA andDagotto E 2011Phys. Rev. Lett. 106 217002
[77] Mazin I I, SinghD J, JohannesMDandDuMH2008Phys. Rev. Lett. 101 057003
[78] FanQ et al 2015Nat. Phys. 11 946
[79] Urata T, Tanabe Y,HuynhKK, YamakawaY,KontaniH andTanigaki K 2016Phys. Rev.B 93 014507
[80] PtokA andCrivelli D 2013 J. LowTemp. Phys. 172 226
[81] JanuszewskiM, Ptok A,Crivelli D andGardas B 2015Comput. Phys. Commun. 192 220
[82] Piazza F, ZwergerWand Strack P 2016Phys. Rev.B 93 085112
[83] SigristM andUedaK 1991Rev.Mod. Phys. 63 239
[84] Tsuei CC andKirtley J R 2000Rev.Mod. Phys. 72 969
[85] Mazin I and Schmalian J 2009PhysicaC 469 614
[86] Graser S,Maier TA,Hirschfeld P J and ScalapinoD J 2009New J. Phys. 11 025016
[87] KordyukAA2012 LowTemp. Phys. 38 888
[88] Raghu S,Qi X L, LiuCX, ScalapinoD J andZhang SC 2008Phys. Rev.B 77 220503
[89] PtokA 2014Eur. Phys. J.B 87 2
[90] DaghoferM,NicholsonA,MoreoA andDagotto E 2010Phys. Rev.B 81 014511
[91] DaghoferM,NicholsonA andMoreoA 2012Phys. Rev.B 85 184515
[92] PtokA 2015 J. Phys.: Condens.Matter 27 482001
[93] CiechanA,WiniarskiM and Samsel-CzekaaM2013 Intermetallics 41 44
[94] DingMC, LinHQandZhang YZ 2013Phys. Rev.B 87 125129
[95] CiechanA,WiniarskiM and Samsel-CzekałaM2015 J. Alloys Compd. 630 100
[96] BosakA,ChernyshovD,HoeschM, Piekarz P, Le TaconM,KrischM,Kozłowski A,OleśAMandParlinski K 2014Phys. Rev.X 4
011040
[97] Giannozzi P et al 2009 J. Phys.: Condens.Matter 21 395502
[98] QUANTUM-ESPRESSOhttp://quantum-espresso.org
[99] Perdew J P, Chevary J A, Vosko SH, JacksonKA, PedersonMR, SinghD J and Fiolhais C 1992Phys. Rev.B 46 6671
[100] KresseG and Joubert D 1999Phys. Rev.B 59 1758
[101] Kucukbenli E,MonniM, Adetunji B I, GeX, AdebayoGA,Marzari N, deGironcoli S andCorsoAD2014 Projector augmented-wave
and all-electron calculations across the periodic table: a comparison of structural and energetic properties arXiv:1404.3015
[102] PSLIBRARY http://qe-forge.org/gf/project/pslibrary
[103] Perdew J P andWangY 1992Phys. Rev.B 45 13244
[104] Moshopoulou E, Sarrao J, Pagliuso P,MorenoN, Thompson J, Fisk Z and Ibberson R 2002Appl. Phys.A 74 s895
[105] MonkhorstH J and Pack JD 1976Phys. Rev.B 13 5188
[106] MarzariN,MostoﬁAA, Yates J R, Souza I andVanderbilt D 2012Rev.Mod. Phys. 84 1419
[107] MostoﬁAA, Yates J R, Lee Y S, Souza I, Vanderbilt D andMarzari N 2008Comput. Phys. Commun. 178 685
[108] MostoﬁAA, Yates J R, Pizzi G, Lee Y S, Souza I, Vanderbilt D andMarzari N 2014Comput. Phys. Commun. 185 2309
14
New J. Phys. 19 (2017) 063039 APtok et al
[109] MarzariN andVanderbilt D 1997Phys. Rev.B 56 12847
[110] Souza I,Marzari N andVanderbilt D 2001Phys. Rev.B 65 035109
[111] Choubey P, Berlijn T, Kreisel A, CaoC andHirschfeld P J 2014Phys. Rev.B 90 134520
[112] Kreisel A, Choubey P, Berlijn T, KuW,Andersen BMandHirschfeld P J 2015Phys. Rev. Lett. 114 217002
[113] Kreisel A,Mukherjee S,Hirschfeld P J andAndersen BM2015Phys. Rev.B 92 224515
[114] Mukherjee S, Kreisel A,Hirschfeld P J andAndersen BM2015Phys. Rev. Lett. 115 026402
[115] Kośmider K, González JWand Fernández-Rossier J 2013Phys. Rev.B 88 245436
[116] Fernandes RMandVafekO2014Phys. Rev.B 90 214514
[117] Settai R, ShishidoH, Ikeda S,MurakawaY,NakashimaM,AokiD,Haga Y,HarimaHandŌnuki Y 2001 J. Phys.: Condens.Matter
13 L627
[118] ShishidoH et al 2002 J. Phys. Soc. Japan 71 162
[119] Maehira T,Hotta T,UedaK andHasegawaA 2003 J. Phys. Soc. Japan 72 854
[120] Oppeneer P, Elgazzar S, Shick A,Opahle I, Rusz J andHaynR 2007 J.Magn.Magn.Mater. 310 1684
[121] Ronning F, Zhu J X,Das T,GrafM J, Albers RC, RheeHB and PickettWE2012 J. Phys.: Condens.Matter 24 294206
[122] PolyakovA et al 2012Phys. Rev.B 85 245119
[123] Subedi A, Zhang L, SinghD J andDuMH2008Phys. Rev.B 78 134514
[124] SinghD J 2012 Sci. Technol. Adv.Mater. 13 054304
[125] TerashimaT et al 2014Phys. Rev.B 90 144517
[126] Maletz J et al 2014Phys. Rev.B 89 220506
[127] Shimojima T et al 2014Phys. Rev.B 90 121111
[128] WiniarskiM J, Samsel-CzekałaMandCiechanA 2014 J. Appl. Phys. 116 223903
[129] Leonov I, Skornyakov S L, AnisimovV I andVollhardtD 2015Phys. Rev. Lett. 115 106402
[130] LohaniH,Mishra P and Sekhar B 2015PhysicaC 512 54
[131] WatsonMD et al 2015Phys. Rev.B 91 155106
[132] Borisenko SV et al 2016Nat. Phys. 12 311—17
[133] WatsonMD, Backes S,Haghighirad AA,HoeschM,KimTK,Coldea A I andValentí R 2017Phys. Rev.B 95 081106
[134] Yin ZP,HauleK andKotliar G 2014Nat. Phys. 10 845—850
[135] Gurevich A 2011Rep. Prog. Phys. 74 124501
15
New J. Phys. 19 (2017) 063039 APtok et al
This content has been downloaded from IOPscience. Please scroll down to see the full text.
Download details:
This content was downloaded by: amoles
IP Address: 134.105.168.28
This content was downloaded on 05/07/2017 at 09:56
Please note that terms and conditions apply.
The ab initio study of unconventional superconductivity in CeCoIn5 and FeSe
View the table of contents for this issue, or go to the journal homepage for more
2017 New J. Phys. 19 063039
(http://iopscience.iop.org/1367-2630/19/6/063039)
Home Search Collections Journals About Contact us My IOPscience
You may also be interested in:
Multiple phase transitions in Pauli-limited iron-based superconductors
Andrzej Ptok
Two-dimensional superconductors with atomic-scale thickness
Takashi Uchihashi
The Fulde–Ferrell–Larkin–Ovchinnikov phase in the presence of pair hoppinginteraction
Andrzej Ptok, Maciej M Maka and Marcin Mierzejewski
Momentum space imaging of the FFLO state
Alireza Akbari and Peter Thalmeier
Low-energy microscopic models for iron-based superconductors: a review
Rafael M Fernandes and Andrey V Chubukov
From Kondo lattices to Kondo superlattices
Masaaki Shimozawa, Swee K Goh, Takasada Shibauchi et al.
Optical conductivity of iron-based superconductors
A Charnukha
Exotic magnetic states in Pauli-limited superconductors
M Kenzelmann
Superconductivity and spin–orbit coupling in non-centrosymmetric materials: a review
M Smidman, M B Salamon, H Q Yuan et al.
